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, ^ on Such claim chart included the recitai 

. ta the claim is the recitation of a base flanked by a pair of 
— Smth „ s Itwa snotedthatnoneoftheflangesl9,13, 

^ !4 of Suter is coplanar. It also ^ 

„ f the coplanar flanges to have at least one slot thereto, 
each of the coplan ^ flange 

„, the n on-coplanar flanges, 14, of Suter, n 

.Lowaspointedoutthatclarnr^reeiteselampingmeans 

odatedintheslotsoftheflangesforrenrovablyCanrping 
removably accommodated in tn 

to conjunction with the d:scuss,on of the md 

submitted two of the devices embodying the clarmed 
apphcanfs attorney subrmtted t ^ ^ 

devices was clamped to a cyh . to ^ exclusion of aU of the 

can he used in conjunction with such rati and to the 

Claim 31 also was dxscussed and it wa p 
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t 6 7 and 18 19, particularly in Figures 3-5. The pivo 
*. spaces hetween sue, cUmp — therehy enahUns the Camp 

Sut erconstructio — — ^ 

C^alaiso.ecite.adjuatins^sreacUns.etweenthe 
^p.e^^^^^ve^e.oay — tova.the 

Su ter corresponds to such adjust .neans or any equivalent thereof. 

L the consideration - ciaint 3, another .ode, o t the — n 
was produced which inciuded the construction shown in Ei^es 3-5 as 
appiLtoarec^ranwhichcouidcorrespondtnaho^^e « 

JLaiiotthCnndconunoniyprovidedonapontoonhoat.Theah.ty. 
.econ—.ciamptne.nhers to roc, toward and away .onr one another 

M retained in a seiected posiuou reiative to one mother aiso was 

de—at t the discussion o t ciahn3 7 itwaspohtted out that the hody 
^hero.appUcant.scons^cuonisrecitedaaha^ahasenan.edhya 
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Suter corresponds to sucn a. 
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the projections 18 and 19. Clearly, 

to these members. adjusting 
KinaUy.it was pointed out that clarm 37 also 

• . the damp members and operable to vary the spaee 
^trlpo-o-attberetsnothingin Suter 
between them. n wa ^ 

— ~— ~— r:- — 

— 
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t, of Suter does not correspond to the arrang 
components of Suter a applicant 

— -— — 

that Suter does not antictpate or suffi 
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At the conclusion oi me rmc 

, . 0 i qi and 37 were not 
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me t under 35 USC 102 by Suter and that 

t.etespecdvedependentc^aa.soa^d.e^ 

This application now is believed to be » condthon 
aUowance. Sueh aetion is requested. ^ & 

Enclosed is our check in the amount of $225 *. 

— **— tN °- 50 " 2676 - Resp ecuu» y —ted, 

Terry M. Howley 
By his attorney, 
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